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Dosr tir, Tarboxse 


You have inquired regarding the 
lomality of (2) tho distribution of cli-tining devices to various 
eth ledcos ond inna, rony of which sro liquor liconsses end all of 
uhteh are potential Licensees; and (bd) the showing of filns at cuch 
fang ond lcdgos unier tha sponsorship of the Miller Broving Company, 
It isn rococnicod that no montion of tho Hiller Brewing Company would 
bs containid in tho f41n5, pot co, and no mention of the Miller Srow- 
ine Comony would bo dnsoribed on the timing devicas. 


| It is my opinion that the Miller Drow 
dng Commany eonnot, as a matter of law, te authorizod to execute its 
contominted plans, which broadly moy be chercotericed as an institue _ 
tional advertising scheonue, a 


; Soction 42, chapter 170, Revised Laws, 
cxprossly providos that aivertising of liquor or bovernze within the 
stnto shall bo conducted only threush the modinun of newspeopers, mafae. 
cinco, porlodienls, end redio brondensting, except ne specifically 
nuthorirced by the Comaicsion, Rogulntion 2 of the New Hameshire 
Liquor Cormission relative to advertising expressly provides "no ade 
yortising of alcoholic boverares vhore there is anything of value 
etivon to the liconcos or pormittea. . .". : 


Tho contemplated advertising schornse 
would violate theo intont of RL... cheptor 170, end would exprossly 
violate a regulation of long-standing adopted by your Commission. 


The Prosident of the Miller Brewing | 
Company should be comnonded for his philanthropic interest in sports. 


Very truly yours, i 


John lf, Nasikas 
Deputy Attorney General _ 
diiilsHP 
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